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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hhindt and Commissioners:

As parents and members of the Longview Elementary PTA Board, we are very concemed about the v-
chip television rating system proposed by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group
on January 17, 1997. We do not feel the rating system provides sufficient information when selecting
appropriate television programming for our children.

In spite of major surveys released last fall which showed overwhelming support for a rating system that
provides parents with mformation about the contents of programs, the television industry has not
provided such a system. Instead, they determine what is best for our children and what programming is
appropriate for each age group. This is not acceptable.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that one
rating system,

e  That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of the program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

e That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for you consideration and help with this matter.
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission 0"?/(,‘/,“44
1919 M Street NW., Room 222 AL
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S, News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system,

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Oog,
/@%cqb
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Bodkin Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to
the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

¢ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system:

e  That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program:

e  That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents: and

¢  That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



April 1997

c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N'W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners AZ?'%G %P}f
Q?/G/'UQ

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA at Armstrong Elementary School in
Conroe, Texas, to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and Worid Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;
* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program;
That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if 1t meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

%
John C. Zeigler Joy T. Zeigler



April 2, 1997 .
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners OOCJ(&

c/0 Federal Communications Commission ‘ '4715

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 oOp,,q?
Washington, DC 20554 - /G/"‘?l

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and as a concemned parent to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that I can make
decisions about what is appropriate tv programing for my children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News & World Report, and Medica Studies
Center/Roper. As a parent, | do not want the tv industry to interpret what is best for my children. I, as other
parents, want to make these choices based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that care tv scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I as other PTA members and a concerned parent request the following:

» That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (violence), S
(sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

» That the FCC require a v-chip bank broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the tv screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

» That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

» That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

I applaud the efforts of the television industry, the FCC and the FCC Commissioners to provide parents with
the necessary tools that allow parents to make wise choices in the television programs viewed by their children.
However, any method that does not fulfill the above, is only an attempt to appease concerned parents. I thank
you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to our children and families.

Sincerely,

Gt

CraigE. B
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Z& cal (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and WWorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating sy;tefn has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

¢ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system,;

* That the rating icon on the TV. screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently durmg the course of ' program;

+ That the ratmg board be-mdependent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents. ‘

Thank you for this opportumty to comment on an issue so 1mportant t0 chlldren and-families.

Sincerely. Cow W & g
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, Fcc 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and myself to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on the content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
Is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommucations Act of 1996. | do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, | request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language),

That the FCC requires a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently place on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents, and

That any rating system approved be the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sinperely,

JillWatson Parent
English Landing PTA
Kansas City, Missouri




april 4, 1997

Logpe .
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners P L
- . . . . T Ty
0 Federal Communication Commission s TN
1919 M Street MW, Room ZZE T,

Washington, DC 20554

n

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commizsioner

i

4

L

RE: C5 Docket MNao, #7-55, FCL 97—
I am writing on behalf of the National PTa and C.C. Ring
School PTA. I am not in favor of the proposed v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Yalenti, chair of the TUY Rating
Implementation Group on January 17, 1997, This rating
svstem does not give parents enough information to decide if
a teleuision show is appropriate for their children to
watch,

& better svstem would be one that specifies whether a show
containe wiolent scenes, sexual scenes, or uses adult
language. Additionally the rating should inform parents how
often these scenes occur Yied =seldom wvs. freguentl.,

The rating icon negeds to be on the screen more often. A ten
second display at the beginning ot a show is inadequate.
Man> cable stations have their icon in the lower corner of
the screen constantlw, This would be 3 better method. Then
the information i=s alwavs there.

Flease have a panel of parents review the rating system »ou
emplaoy, The ratings are for the parents. Make sure theyw
think the rating svstem is worthwhile.

Sincerely,
mmdMD

Marie C. Yos
President, C.C, Ring School PTa



Chairman Reed Hundt and Commissioners: DOCRETFRECU

RE: CS Docket Non. 97-55, FCC 97-34 PY ORy .
G/NAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA

of Janesville WI. to voice my opposition to the v-chip

rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV

Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. As a parent I

want a rating system that accurately provides the contents of

any programming on TV. I request the FCC to deny the approval

of the industry rating system. I urge the following:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children, families, and to the well being of
this great nation of ours. God's moral values can not be
disregarded, our country is facing many problems due to our
turning our back on Him. I pray a rating system will help
clear up the filth that permeates the air waves.

Sincerely,
Alice Reimer
Janesville, WI 53545




Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners Docker o,
c/o Federal Communications Commision rILE Copy

1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222 ORIGIngy
Washington, D.C. 20554 .

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket N0.97-55,FCC 97-34

| am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themseives based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),

and L (for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one ratiij System;

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine it it meets the nesas Of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

;igv ,

Tulsa, Oklahoma
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commission DOC

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 KET FiLg Copy
Washington, DC 20554 ORiGingy

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

['am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the _Roya | View Elementar
Seheol PFA  to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and orld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this systermn does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

» That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

+ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program,;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners DOC[@ FiLE o

c/o Federal Communications Commission Py OR’GINA '
1919 M Street N.-W., Room 222 L
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language),

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that one
rating system,

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

.

im Sorrows
Liberty Twp., Ohio



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners F’LE COPYORI
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission G’ML
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 )
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Heritage Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwheiming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC no approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

+  That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

« That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system:

+  That the rating icon on the TV screen be larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of the program;

+ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and:

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families. |realize that
this letter depicts a form letter, however, it seems to meet the needs that | feel are important in helping to
raise the children for the future. There is so much violence and crime in the world today, that if parents
had some help in making sure that our children are not subjected to this on TV, it would help make
parenting easier for our children. | know as a mother to a seven year old and a five month old, it is very
difficult in screening the TV against violence and sexual situations. | also feel that the commercials that
are show during the shows should also be subject to the rating system that is adopted. | remember when |
was growing up that certain shows and commercials were not allowed to be shown before 9:00 p.m. 1t
seems that it doesn’t matter anymore what time commercials and previews of shows to come are aired
with subjective material.

Sincerely,
(?/Lu,z,u\ GM@P

Mrs. Colleen Grant
Colleyville, Texas
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April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners DOC’(B‘

c/o Federat Communications Commission FILE Co )
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 PY ORig
Washington, DC. 20554 IM[

Dear Chairman Hundt and FCC Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

It has come to my attention, though the PTA, that you have offered the public an
opportunity to express our opinions about what we would like (or not like) in a2 TV Rating
system. I really appreciate the opportunity.

For me and my family, I ask you to pot approve any age based system. I feel my children
and I can best decide what is appropriate for us if we are given adequate information. Just
because a program is aimed at a certain age group, doesn't mean it is appropriate. Age isn't
necessarily the best indicator of what is acceptable entertainment. Many adults and young
adults can enjoy a program designed for young children just as much as children can. But
if the TV rating is age based, it puts a stigma on programs rated for anyone younger than
themselves. It also gives a false impression that watching programs rated for mature
audiences makes you a mature person or that it is the path to maturity. Or, even that the
content of those programs is what maturity is all about! If we raise a generation believing
that, our civilization is in BIG trouble!

I ask you to make sure your rating system provides as complete information as possible
about the content of the program such as violence, profanity (please do not call it “adult
language’, there is nothing adult about it), sex, nudity and some indication of how much or
how explicate. Also, it would be realty helpful if the rating icon were large enough that it
could be seen from across the room and displayed frequently throughout the program.
That way, if the TV is on and someone walks in and sits down to watch, they might see the
rating and make an educated choice before they get any unpleasant surprises.

The rating board should include a variety of parents and people not associated with the
television or movie industry.

There have been several independent studies done which give a pretty good idea of what
the public wants. Having an independent study done on the system you are considering
could give you a pretty good idea of how we feel about it

Thank you for giving us this opportunity and please consider our desires and needs and
provide a system that is content based.

Sincerely,
Vickie Anderson
Ephraim, Utah
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comunissioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Conumission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the P\ n&wood mﬂocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the \-z—chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating huplementation Group, on January 17,1997, The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act 0f1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

+ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

« That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

+ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program; ‘

+ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to conment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, .
2 ) /
Your Nrun(qgr?/% 7 %&(// /Zé"’L % W ZC(/'M(J,L L[ZJ?,QLU.’JOC/ /7/ 4__
S v , /) "4 ; ) . .
Town, State /7?(2//@6//) L e (//{/:/ é{v)&{xﬂ AMLﬂ /Ux/
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communication Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the South Pines PTA to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screed does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U> S> News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following;

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be make larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

e That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Dale & Shelley Dacar
South Pines PTA Members
Spokane, Washington



April 1, 1997

¢/ o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commuissioners HLE COPYO/:,»

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stevenson Ranch Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and Wortld Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

¢  That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs

such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);
¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

®  That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

® That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

® That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Mr. and Mrs. Jack Simpkins
Valencia, California



April 1. 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners % :
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission Hls

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 Copy,
Washington, DC 20554 0;;%

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and our local Cleveland PTA in Fergus Falls, MN to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997 The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children.  Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content programs were conducted by the National PTA, (/.S News and World Report,
and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. ! do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system Instead. | request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information

about programs such as V (for violence, S (for sexiial depiction and nudity and L (for
language},

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system,

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

N That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents: and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
Deb Lundby 1
Fergus Falis, MN



DOCIGTFILE Copy ORIGML |

Friday, April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-5%5, FCC 97-34

A TV rating system is such a wonderful idea. It's very
sad that we have come to need such a system to help protect
and guide our children.

As parents of the North Ogden Elementary PTA, we appreciate
the efforts being made for a TV rating system, but feel the
present system is very inadequate and virtually useless to
parents in its present form.

We feel that expanding the system to include content
information on programs that include sex, nudity, violence,
language, or adult situations that could make an unsuspecting
child feel uncomfortable, be included as part of the system.

Also the ratings really need to be included in the TV
program guides next to the titles on all shows to allow
pre-program planning as well as ratings appearing on the
screen often during the program instead of the little blip
at the beginning.

If we really want the best system for the entire public,
a ratings board, independenant of the television industry,
should be put together including parents and other responsible
adults. As a backup, a separate research group, again in-
dependant of the TV industry, could be implemented to determine
if the system meets the needs of all, especially those who
would benefit the most - the parents and the children.

Thank you for your efforts in this very worthwhile project.
Sincerely,
AJQAL%/ ULMAXZ' 4£%VUDfaAj/

Brald, Neeatnen

No. Ogden Elem.

PC Joan Dykstra, President
National PTA



